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Our description of English industry in the Age of Mer- The 'in-
cantilism points to the conclusion that in the seventeenth *&%^
and eighteenth centuries the entrepreneur was recognized as tion '•
the mainspring of the economic mechanism, and that belief
in freedom of enterprise had crystallized into a dogma. The
historical significance of these developments lies in the fact
that they completely destroy the general notion that the
inventions of the late eighteenth century involved an abrupt
revolution in the tenor and rhythm of the national life.
There is a natural temptation to dramatize great events :
we picture them as thunderbolts emerging out of a clear
blue sky which in an instant convulse human society : our
minds are impressed by their apparent unexpectedness. Yet
to the historian this attitude is profoundly untrue to historical
realities. Where the popular imagination visualizes a swift
transformation of the social or political landscape, the
historian is conscious of a process of gradual change in which
the old is blended almost imperceptibly with the new.
Hence to view the ' Industrial Revolution' in its proper
perspective we must first discard the current cliches, which
embody the traditional account of the inventions and serve
to distort their real meaning.
The events which are designated as the ' Industrial a cow-
Revolution ' constituted no sudden breach with the existing
order but were part of a continuous movement which had
already achieved marked advance. The famous inventions
associated with the names of Arkwright, Watt, Stephenson
and many others, were the climax of a long series of experi-
ments, extending over two centuries, in which progress
appeared infinitely slow because the initial stages are
necessarily the slowest and most arduous. The idea of an
invention may be grasped but decades may elapse before it
can be made to work. ^Another impediment which dis-
couraged inventive talent was the hostility displayed by the
workers to labour-saving devices. Their aversion sprang
from an inherited dislike of innovations, coupled with the
fear that they would lose their means of livelihood. From

